





Che Republican, 


No. 3, Vou. 10.] Lonpon, Friday, July 23, 1824. [Price 6d. 














THE TRIAL OF WILLIAM HALEY, 


For publishing No. 21, Vol. 9, of The Republican, before the Re- 
corder and a Common Jury, at the Old Bailey Sessions. 


Tus case was called at half past eleven o’clock on Friday morn- 
ing the llth of June. The Jury being called and having entered 
the box, the Recorder told the Defendant, that now was his time 
to ask the Jury any question, relative to their having ever been 
on a similar case. 

Defendant—I will not occupy unnecessarily the time of the 
Gentlemen of the Jury, by putting the question to them individu- 
ally—but shall ask generally, whether any gentleman in the box 
has ever served on a trial of a similar nature, trusting to the 
candour of the Gentlemen. 

A Juror rose and said, that he had been a Juror on the trial of 
the King v. Carlile. 

Defendant—Then, my Lord, I object to that Gentleman. 

Recorder—How long is it since you were on a trial of this 
nature ? 

Juror—Four or five years. 

Recorder—I cannot see, then, Defendant, what objection you 
can have. 

Defendant—My Lord I do object to that person? 

Recorder—In a case of felony, the prisoner may PEREMPTO- 
RILY challenge twenty Jurors, but you are only charged with a 
misdemeanour*, therefore, you must give a reason. The trial on 
which that Gentleman sat as a Juror, was not for the same pub- 
lication. 

Defendant—My lord, it is absurd to tell a prisoner that now is 
his time to challenge the Jury, and on his doing so, to endeavour 
to evade his challenge. I challenge that Juror on the ground 
that he is not unprejudiced. 

Here some conversation took place between the Recorder and 


* Which is only punished by three years’ imprisonment. 
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the counsel for the prosecution, (Barnard) but it was inaudible, 
beyond the table at which the counsel, &c., were sitting. 

Recorder-—Defendant, you cannot on this ground challenge 
the Gentleman as a matter of right; but if the gentleman who is 
engaged for the Crown does not object to the gentleman leaving 
the hox, he may do so. 

Defendant—I claim it as a matter of right. 

Mr. Barnard here rose and said, that the Defendant was mis- 
taken if he imagined he had a right to any such indulgence; but 
that the prosecutors wished to afford every reasonable advantage 
to the prisoners and they had already proved their disposition to 
do so, by their conduct towards the former defendants. 

Defendant—Thé learned gentleman has stated that the former 
defendants had every reasonable advantage given them. I must 
be allowed to except the very reasonable request of Mr. Clarke, 
that he might be allowed five minutes to refresh himself, which 
was refused him, though it was at the time evident he was nearl 
fainting. I challenged. the Juror as a matter of right; but as the 
Court has decided that it is not matter of right, I will trust to 
the honor of the Juror, who, is in all probability, prejudiced against 
me, rather than condescend to accept his expulsion as a favour 
at the hands of my Christian persecutors. 

Recorder—Do you decline then accepting the offer of the gen- 
tleman for the prosecution? 

Defendant—]! do. 

The jury having been sworn—Mr. Barnard opened the case. 
He said this prosecution like the preceding ones had been institut- 
ed at the instance of the Solicitor to the Treasury. It ‘was 
not an attack on the liberty of the subject, every man was at 
liberty to worship God in any manner he thought proper; 
but no man would be allowed with impunity to attack the Holy 
Scriptures or to ridicule the established faith. He should not say 
much upon the subject, as he was perfectly convinced that the 
Jury, as men of sense, would, on hearing the passages read, be con- 
vinced of its blasphemous nature. One observation more how- 
ever he must make. If works of this nature were to be suffered 
to stalk forth, every tie that rendered life worth preserving, would 


be broken. He conjured the Jury therefore to give such a ver-. 


dict as would satisfy their own consciences, they having been 
warned before-hand of the danger to be apprehended from the 
free publication of such works, as the one for selling which the 
defendant was then indicted. George Leadbetter was then call- 
ed and sworn. 

Barnard—Do you know No. 84, Fleet Street ? / 

Witness—I do. 

Barnard—lIs it m the City ? 

Witness—It is. 

Barnard—Whose name is over the door? 

Witness—R. Carlile. 
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Barnard—Did you go there on the 21st of May? 

Witness—I did. 

Barnard—Who did you see in the shop? 

Witness—The Defendant at the bar. 

Barnard—Did you ask him for any book? 

Witness—I did. [ asked him for the Republican, he handed it 
tome, and I paid him sixpence. 

Barnard—Did you mark it previous to having let it go out of 
your possession ? 

Witness—I did. 

Recorder—You are now at liberty to ask the witness any 
questions. 

Defendant—You have stated that you asked me for the Repub- 
lican, pray was that the first book you asked me for? 

Witness: It was. 

Defendant: On your oath, did you ask me for no other book? 

Witness: No other book. 

Defendant: I speak plain English, Sir, but to assist your me- 
mory, did you ask me for Paine’s Age of Reason, or Palmer’s 
Principles of Nature? 

Witness: (hesitating) No. 

Defendant: Now, Sir, be careful what answers you give, I re- 
peat the question, did you not ask me for those books, and on 
my refusal did you not tell me you were going into the country? 

Witness: No. 

Defendant: Did you not tell me you were going into the 
country ? . 

Witness: I did. 

Defendant: And do you remember that on your telling me that 
falsehood, I detected you, and told you that I knew your purpose? 

Witness: You said you knew me. 

Defendant: Very well, you found I was not to be gulled into 
the sale of the prohibited works, so your worthy compeer (point- 
ing to Raven who sat by the counsel) thought fit to prosecute this 
work. But I think you said, just now, that you did not ask me for 
any other work, pray did you not buy a number of the Moralist? 

Witness: (starting) oh yes, I remember, I did buy a number 
of the Moralist. 

Defendant: Oh you did, pray did Mr..Raven employ you to 
buy it, or was it an adventure of your own ? 

Witness: I bought it for myself. 

Defendant: Oh you did, did you read any of it? 

Witness: No. 

Defendant: Oh [ forgot, your morals being under Mr. Raven’s 
superintendence, you do not of course want the aid of books. 

Recorder: Defendant you are not to comment at present on 
the evidence of the witness, your time will be presently. 
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Defendant: Really my lord, the evidence creates so many ideas 
in my mind, that I must give some of them vent 

(Here his Lordship frowned direfully.) 

Defendant: Pray, Sir, who pays you for this job, and what is 
the sum you are paid? 

Witness: I am not paid any thing. 

Defendant: Are you allowed your expences? 

Witness: I do not know. 

Defendant: No evasion Sir: do you intend to apply for them? 

Witness: I do not know that I shall. 

Defendant: If you do apply, at what rate per diem do you mean 
to charge for your expences ? 

Witness: I never make any charge. 

Defendant: Oh, you don’t; you see, Gentlemen of the Jury, 
the witness leaves these little matters to the generosity of my 
Christian persecutors, who no doubt pay him according to his 
success in these cases. Then you come here, actuated simply 
by a love of religion and a detestation of blasphemy. 

Witness: I do. 

Defendant: That answer is amply sufficient to convince me of 
your love of religion and the scrupulous honour of your mind, you 
may go down, Sir, 

Recorder: Mr. Raven’s name is at the back of the Indictment 
have you any questions to ask him ? 

Defendant: I shall not unnecessarily take up the time of the 
Court, the last witness has said quite enough to prove the ani- 
mus in which these prosecutions are carried on. 

: oy Aiea Then now is your time to offer any defence you may 
think fit. 


DEFENCE. 


My Lorp, anp GENTLEMEN OF THE JURY, 
I am indicted for having published a false, malicious and scan- 
dalous libel, tending to bring into contempt the Christian religion, 
as by law established. But,Gentlemen of the Jury, I trust that I 
shall be able to prove to you, that the passage, on which the in- 
dictment is founded, is not false, not malicious, not scandalous; 
but that it is true in every part, that it is published not with ma- 
licious intentions, but for the good of mankind. Gentlemen of 
the Jury, allow me to ask, each of you, were some furious animal 
about to trample upon your favourite child, did its death seem 
inevitable, would you call him malicious, who, at the risk of his 
own life, should throw himself in the brute’s passage and sacrifice 
him to secure your infant’s safety ? No, you could not be so unjust. 
The already bloated demon of clerical avarice, foams with rage, 
the liberty of man lay prostrate at its feet, wide gaped its voracious 


jaws; but a saviour appeared; the writings of Thomas Paine, 


which had been but imperfectly understood, were given to the 
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world by a man worthy the action. The faction imprisoned him, 
and loudly ertheir goblets did they shout with joy; for theirenemy 
was in adungeon’s gloom. But short was their triumph; great was 
their consternation, when the voice of their brave opponent was heard 
from his prison ; “ vox et preterea nihil,” shouted afew, more besotted 
than their fellows. But soon did they find that the voice was amply 
sufficient to render comfortless their beds of down, and insecure 
their boasted rights divine. New oppressions were heaped on 
the gallant prisoner of Dorchester, still he manfully resisted, hu- 
manity saw his sufferings and blushed ; zealots in defence of 
Old Mother Church became converts to his writings, and even 
turtle-fed bishops lamented the severity of his treatment. But 
the active enemies of freedom were still pursuing their righteous 
occupation. No one could enter the shop but with the certainty 
of being immured in a gaol. Men, nay women also were found, 
bold enough to dare all; at length tired out, the hydra-headed 
monster sought repose, publication was free, men read and their 
minds were improved: for twelve months this course was pursued 
and all good men hoped that it would be perpetuated. But of a 
sudden all these hopes were annihilated, the work of oppression 
recommenced, and the-gallant Campion was the first victim: but 
did his apprehension intimidate others from following his glorious 
example? Oh, no, in a wonderfully short space of time, the Soli- 
citor to the Treasury had apprehended seven persons more, and 
for the satisfaction of George Maule, Esq., and all others whom it 
may concern, I thus publicly tell him, he has but commenced a 
task, which his whole life will not be long enough to complete. I 
perceive a gentleman smile and shake his head; I am not very 
intelligent at interpreting signs; the gentleman appears to me, to 
intimate that they will redouble their efforts, let them apprehend 
twenty men weekly, and they will be as far from their object as 
ever. 

Previous to entering fully on my defence, | must remark on the 
conduct of that part of the press, styling itself liberal, and more 
parucularly on that particular journal, the sot disant, “ leading 
Journal.” It has been stated, in the very impartial and consist- 
ent leading Journal, that the defendant in the first of this series 
of trials, “* was evidently ignorant of the nature of the defence 
which had been composed for him, by some person, who had im- 
posed on him by representing it as likely toserve him.” If there 
be a reporter present connected with this veracious Journal, I beg 
to inform him, that all those who have preceded me in defending 
their principles were not only fully aware of the consequences of 
such a style of defence was likely to draw upon them; but are 
equally acquainted with what must be the result of a war of per- 
secution and priestcraft, opposed to undaunted courage and use- 
ful literature, and that there is no person in the back ground as 
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has been insinuated. As far as I am individually concerned, | 
beg to say, that, whether my defence tends to injure or serve me, 
I only am answerable for it; I say this much, because I would 
not have it go forth to the world, that designing men engage un- 
lettered individuals to expose themselves to the danger; while 
cowards reap the profit. Weare not ignorant, we are not driven 
by frantic poverty to engage in the sale of these works, far other- 
wise; we know that we cannot reasonably expect to continue 
more than a day or two in the employment, and we have every 
reasonable prospect of being consigned to the company of the 
Newgate beetles, for some five or six and thirty moons: yet no 
title in the gift of the proud sovereign of these realms is more 
eagerly sought, than a situation of so honourable a nature; thus 
much for others: for myself I shall feel obliged to the reporter to 
the forementioned Journal, if present, to be particular in his report, 
that he does not accuse me as he has done one person, who de- 
serves it no more than myself, of ignorance of the contents of my 
papers. For though I am not an editor of a ‘leading Journal,” 
] would not be thought a perfectdunce. I shall only remark that 
whether my defence is calculated to serve or to prejudice me, it 
is my own composition, and I beg that the reporter of the leading 
Journal will observe that I am not “ bothered,” (I quote his own 
language) by the hard words: thus much for the leading journalof the 
day. I shall now, Gentlemen of the Jury, proceed to defend myself 
against the accusation of George Maule, Esq. I am indicted 
for having published a false, malicious, and scandalous libel, tend- 
ing to bring into contempt the Christian religion as by law esta- 
blished. Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, I contend, that the publi- 
cation in question is not calculated to bring into. contempt the 
Christian religion as by law established—neither Moses nor Joshua 
were divine. The Mosaic law, yourselves have abolished, you have 
substituted the less severe, but not less ridiculous law of faith for 
that of works. I contend farther, my Lord, that your religion has 
been established by power, not by generalconsent. Protestantism is 
the offspring of an adulterous monarch, established by persecu- 
tion, and perpetuated by ignorance and prejudice. I am aware 
that in arguing against Protestantism I have to contend against pre- 
judices deeply rooted and industriously cultivated. But I have 
a duty to perform which neither the frowns of a Judge nor the 
sneer of an advocate, shall induce me to neglect. It is not my 
intention to enter so deeply into the theological merits of the 
case, as has been done by some of those who have preceded me 
in defending their principles; because I have not so much ability 
as those persons, neither do I conceive, that by so doing, I should 
materially serve either myself or the cause in which I have em- 
barked, and with which I will stand or fall. 

Under this impression, I shall, in a great measure, confine myself 
to a justification of the particular passages set forth in the indict- 
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ment, and a defence of my right to sell any book I please. And 

first, Gentlemen of the Jury, you will observe by the witness’s 
own confession, that with the Republican he purchased the cur- 
rent number of the ‘‘ Moralist,” a work, which, unlike the Bible, 

may be read by any father to his family, by any brother to his 

sister, not in part, not requiring perverted explanations; but, 
may be read wholly to youth of either sex, and he must be pos- 
sessed of a miraculously thick head, or perverted and con- 
temptible heart, who, in reading the ‘ Moralist” to another, 
does not increase his own happiness and enlarge his under- 
standing. You have been told, and correctly so, that I sold the 
Republican for the 21st of May. That number contains a letter 
from Mr. John Clarke to the Editor of the Republican, giving an 
account of the proceedings at Guildhall during his examination, 
and an extract read from the work for publishing which he was 
then in custody. Now, I contend, that I or any other man have 
an undoubted right to publish an authentic account of the pro- 
ceedings of a court of justice, or of a police office. It has been 
laid down as law, in many cases, and acted upon in the case of 
Wedderburn; that reading, or speaking, is sufficient to constitute 
publication. Therefore, the magistrate having read and comment- 
ed upon the passage in question, surely Mr. Clark had a right to 
let his friends and the public know the particular words that were 
deemed offensive by so profound a judge, as George Maule, Esq. I 
cannot but feel that I had a right to act as I have done; and though 
my foes, and the foes to all that tends toenlighten man, may fora time 
so far triumph as to succeed in casting me into prison—I shall 
even in a dungeon’s gloom have the cheering knowledge, that the 
act which caused my imprisonment was honourable in itself; and 
caused by the previous tyranny of those who should protect, no‘ 
oppress the subject. But though I am conscious that in the sak 

of that work I was actuated by the best motives, consequently d: 

not deny that I published it, yet as my Christian persecutors hav: 

thought fit to charge the work as blasphemous, false, and malicious 

I not only confess that I published the work, but I deny that i 

is false and malicious—I assert that it is true in every respect— 

I undertake to prove it true and I defy the chicanery of the ba 

to disprove my assertions, and the frowns of the Bench to daun' 
me in mycourse. I cannot perceive how persons such as Moses. 
Joshua, and Co., can be coupled with the safety or danger c. 
the Christian religion. The law of Moses, you assert, as su 

nerseded by that of your alleged saviour, and the characte: 
of Joshua, if he ever existed, has been egregiously mistakei.. 
or shamefully misrepresented, Joshua, the chosen  succe: 

sor of the man who had seen God face to face—Joshua, tl - 
friend of Moses, is made in the 10th chapter of the book of Joshu 

to say, ‘‘ Sun stand thou still upon Gibeon, and thou moon in th 

valley of Ajalon.” This circumstance might have been believe ' 
in the absence of astronomical knowledge, but how does it rez:: 
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now that the earth is known to revolve round the sun? I should 
not have troubled you with the slightest hint of my opinions on 
religious matters, but as the Protestant religion is asserted to be 
part and parcel of the law of the land; and as on that point, rests 
whether it is, oris not, lawful to question the truth of that religion, I 
feel compelled to lay the case before you in all its bearings. It was 
on a former trial asserted by the then Attorney General—that, 
‘* to say religion was a cheat, was not an offence merely against 
religion but ¢ against law also,” and this he asserted on the autho- 
rity “of Sir Matthew Hale. Now admitting that this were indeed 
correct, admitting that it was illegal to avow our disbelief of a re- 
ligion whose claim to authenticity rests wholly on the truth or 
falsehood of certain relations, which are clearly proved to be col- 
lectively false, and which are also inconsistent and contradictory 


in their details: even admitting this to be correct, you will mani- 


 festly convict yourselves of sedition and blasphemy, and having 


substituted forms and dogmas, agreeable to human wishes and 
your own views, for a religion whose primitive forms were totally 
at variance with those which you have established by the strong 
arm of power. But, my Lord, ’ere we take the ipse diwit of a Judge 
in a matter of so much importance, it behoves us to inquire whether 
his decisions were usually reasonable and just. And I think, 
Gentlemen of the Jury, you will allow that Judge Hale was both 
unwise and unjust; when I inform you, that this legal mainstay 
of all unjust and impolitic persecution for matters of ¢ Opinion, was 
so brutally ignorant as to believe in the existence of, and to burn 
two old women for the practice of that nondescript crime, witch- 
craft!!! Yes, Gentlemen of the Jury, itis now laughed at, but 
was then punished, but a few more years and the authors of these 
persecutions will be viewed in a much more contemptible light 
than we now view witchcraft, inasmuch as the bigots of the pre- 
sent day are not ignorant. They know we are right, but they are 
interested in opposing truth. “As to the common law of the land, 
it had no connection with a state religion. The religion of this 
country was, I believe, druidical, at any rate it was not protestant- 
ism. As for that imposture, that encroachment on our liberties, 
the common law, or at least that part of it which is composed of 
the decisions of judges as equally fallible with other men; I have 
no hesitation in saying, that he who delivers it to you without mo- 
dification, and without allowance, for the difference existing be- 
tween the present and the former times, is guilty of gross abuse 
of his authority, and a violation of his oath! You may perhaps 
not be aware that till within a very few years past, any person de- 
nying the divinity of Christ was liable to punishment? It was so, 
but in the present day of cant and sophistry, a man under the name 
of Unitarian, may deny the divinity of Christ, while a Materialist 
(I glory in the title) is liable to be imprisoned for such time, as to 
a mild, unprejudiced, and church-frequenting Judge may seem fit? 
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And yet I cannot but think that the Materialist is the more can- 
did, inasmuch, as he asserts what the Unitarian insinuates, for it 
must be quite evident to any sensible man, that to say that Christ 
was not divine, is tantamount to saying that he was an impostor, 
and though his intentions might be good in the first instance, still 
he was an wmpostor. Although in the progress of my Defence I shall 
touch upon matters apparently foreign to the case, still I beg, 
Gentlemen of the Jury, that you will listen attentively, inas- 
much, as I design to shew, that my Christian persecutors have 
not only over-stepped their authority on the one hand, but neglect- 
ed it on the other. The creed of St. Athanasius is still preserved 
in your ritual, yet even your own divines impugn its authenticity, 
nor can one of them, however highly talented, or however zealous in 
the cause of an institution to which they owe every thing; explain 
that creed. You call on all to receive the Protestant religion as true: 
you ought, therefore, to strip it of all mystery, and make it so in- 
telligible to the lowest capacity, that, to use your own words, 
‘* he who runs may read.” But such is not the case, for there 
are some very important articles of your faith, to which not even 
your own divines, can agree in assigning the same meaning. [ 
think it right, at this period, to intimate to your Lordship, that I 
do not wish to enter upon a course of defence likely to subject me 
to interruption; but, my Lord, as [ am about to comment upon 
certain articles of your faith, I wish to point out to your Lordship, 
that, as the Christian religion has been lauded with all the bombast 
of hired eloquence, that as the ‘* beautiful structure,” as it has 
been called, is pronounced so perfect in all its parts, that but to 
question it, is ‘* misdemeanour of the blackest dye;” it is at once 
my duty and my right to shew that I have not falsely aspersed it. 
I make this observation, because former defendants having been 
interrupied vexatiously, I wish to advise the court, that so long as 
my defence o’ersteps not the modesty of nature, brute force alone 
shall cause me to desist. And first let us look at the first article 
of the thirty-nine of your faith. We must believe, that there is 
one God of infinite power, though without body, parts, or pas- 
sions; and that this one God without body, contains three per- 
sons in the same substance. Substance is body, and we in the first 
of the thirty-nine articles are called on to believe in a God, with 
and without body, and that three distinct persons, the Father, Son, 
and Holy Ghost, are one God without body. Now we must be- 
lieve these contradictions and say that such physical as well as 
moral impossibilities are consistent with truth. We must also 
believe, that the second part of this God, without parts, was sepa- 
rated from the joint stock company of the Godhead, or the one 
substance, and that a divided part of an indivisible Trinity, was 
made man, by passing through a natural process for that purpose, 
and was both God and man at the same time; and that this im- 
mortal God was crucified by his own consent, and that he died 
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and was buried, for no other purpose than to reconcile himself to 
himself, and to be a sacrifice for us to appease himself. And we 
must believe that God, without body, parts, or passions, took a 
fourth part to itself, or added manhood to the Godhead by taking 
flesh, bones, and all things appertaining to man’s nature, still 
remaining one and indivisible; also, that one part of a bodiless, 
partless God went down to hell, a fictitious place of torment now 
proved to have no existence, another part into paradise, a place 
of rest, along with a criminal executed with him. Astronomy has 
annihilated the heavens by teaching us, that the immensity of 
of space is occupied by planets similar to our own. We are re- 
quired to believe both the Old and the New Testament, and yet 
different persons interpret the same passages in a different sense; 
sometimes not merely differently, but diametrically opposite. The 
first article requires us to believe, that there is but one God with- 
out body, parts, or passions, while the Uld Testament uniformly 
represents the God of the Jews with body, parts, and passions, 
and constantly located either in their ark of shittem wood, their 
tabernacle, or theirtemple. We mustibelieve, that the Old Testa- 
ment is not contrary to the New; that the Old as well as the New 
holds out the way to everlasting happiness. But we cannot find 
any reference to any such promises, without perverting the true 
and obvious meaning of the words. We must believe that we 
can do nothing by our works towards our salvation from that 
place of torment called hell; and at the same time we are to be- 
lieve, that every thing depends upon ourselves. One sect argues 
that infant baptism, by sprinkling, is sufficient; another asserts, 
that the immersion of adults, as a baptism, is essential to salva- 
tion. One argues, that man can work out his own salvation; 
another that every thing is predestinated, and all that man tan 
do is vain, One sect holds that Christ was part of the Godhead, 
another that he was nothing more than a prophet of the highest 
order, and the natural son of Joseph the carpenter. One sect 
believes the miracles he is said tohave wrought; another, believes 
them not. The belief that Jesus’s blood was shed as an atone- 
ment for the sins of his followers, is an encouragement to all kinds 
of vice. Believing that he died to save them from the unrelent- 
ing vengeance of his vindictive father, they may commit any crime 
satisfied with this belief, that a little repentence will save the 
murderer, or the most hardened and tyrannical villain. And not 
merely save from punishment, but serve as a passport to conduct 
and entitle him to eternal happiness and felicity. But if God’s in- 
finite justice was to be satisfied by the death of his son and by 
that alone, for the apple-eating sin of man, how is his infinite jus- 
tice to be satisfied by the murder of his only son? Will not the 
murder of his innocent son require another sacrifice to his infinite 
justice? Must not the Holy Ghost next be sacrificed to satisfy 
infinite justice? And the-Holy Ghost having suffered, who else 
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must suffer to satisfy infinite justice for the murder of the Holy 
Ghost? Surely he must next sacrifice infinite justice which is 
himself; and then we may expect to have peace on earth, as man- 
kind will be left to manage their own affairs without the interfe- 
rence of acapricious God, whose love is always manifested by cru- 
elty and savage behaviour. Now, my Lord and Gentlemen of the 
Jury, even from this rapid and imperfect shetch, can you not see 
that exposition, not persecution, will best serve to establish and 
protect the Christian religion if true, and can you not, from the 
very circumstance of the imprisonment of so many persons, plain- 
ly perceive, that persecution, without this exposition, will never 
stop the spirit of inquiry which has gone abroad, and which, like 
a word once spoken, cannot be re-called. In justifying the pub- 
lication, I. shall proceed in the order in which the different passa- 
ges have been read to me. When apprehended, the Alderman 
desired to know from the witness which passage he considered li- 
bellous, and he read as follows: ‘* Almost all the characters spoken 
of in the Bible were very immoral men, as Noah, Moses, Joshua, 
David, Solomon, Jesus, and Paul; a band of robbers, murderers, 
adulterers, drunkards, liars, impostors, and tyrants.” This pas- 
sage was read to me at Guildhall, and in this court it was again 
read to me on Monday last, with the addition however of another 
passage, of which more anon. At the present, I shall content my- 
self with proving that they were, as was said in the Republican, 
murderers, drunkards, &c. &c. 

(Here the defendant read the 9th chapter of Genesis, 2d of Ex- 
odus, 7th and 10th of Joshua, 11th and 12th of the Second of Sa- 
muel, 11th of the First of Kings, 8th and 9th of the Acts. While 
reading the 10th of Joshua,) 

The Recorder intimated to the defendant, that he was reading 
to no purpose, as the paragraph containing Moses, &c. was not 
in the indictment. 

Defendant—The passage was read to me at Guildhall and in 
this court, and I am determined to justify the passage in évery 
particular. 

Here Mr. Raven said, that if the defendant would hand him the 
Republican, he would mark the passages included in the indict- 
ment, He did so, and excluded the accusation against the scrip- 
ture-worthies; but marked the sentence which, though not imme- 
diately following, is so connected with the excluded matter, as to 
be perfectly nonsensical without it, viz,: ‘“‘ I then told him that if 
it had been the Bible I had sold he antl have been more justified 
in those means, for a more wicked and blasphemous book was not 
published.” 

Defendant—I assert most positively that the excluded part was 
read to me on both the occasions I have named: and as for this 
short, but expressive sentence, it was never till new noticed. If 
the object of my persecutors is to annoy or perplex me, they have 
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failed. There is not one word contained in the Republican which 
I am not fully prepared to justify. 

Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, let me ask you, if after what I have 
read, you can, as honest men, deny that the Bible-description of 
Moses, Joshua, &c. is the only means you have of judging of them? 
And can you deny, that as far as history can decide a man’s cha- 
racter, they were a band of the most diabolical villains that ever 
existed. If the Bible, then, gives to us, the uninitiated, such an 
impression of their characters, does it not behove the Reverend 
Fathers in God of Canterbury, Clogher, &c. to prove to us that 
the Bible account is untrue, or misunderstood. Were the acts as- 
cribed to Moses, &c. never performed? Are they prove, to be 
considered as typical of the course pursued by Christian Pastors 
in every age and of every sect? If these reverend gentlemen are 
in possession of the means of proving the innocence of their prede- 
cessors, they act with great injustice in one of two cases. If they 
can do so, they wrong the memory of their deceased friends; butif, 
on the other hand, they cannot disprove the scripture account, 
surely they are the most unreasonable fellows, to persecute us for 
asserting that black is black. Why do not some of our divines, 
instead of filling magisterial situations, which would be so much 
more beneficially filled by laymen; enter the field, and not merely, 
assert, but prove the authenticity of divine tevelation? If they 
can do it, they are manifestly unmindful of their duty. For they 
cannot surely imagine, that the people will hesitate in choosing 
between a creed compounded of mystery and contradiction, and 
works containing sound argument and tangible proof. But no: 
these reverend divines prefer the chase to the literary arena; and 
good living and flowing cups, to the “ feast of reason and the 
flow of soul.” I do not mean to insinuate that this propensity to 
good living is universal, or that their neglect of good works is 
universal. I know more than one divine, who is incessant in the 
execution of his duty as tutor, on a foundation inferior to none in 
this great city; and | know also that the same gentlemen would 
adorn any creed or any nation: but I know also, that their good- 
ness does not arise from their clerical knowledge. No: had they 
been utterly destitute of knowledge, or even of language, they 
would have been the same. Had they been born midst the de- 
sarts of Arabia, they would have been foremost amongst the most 
hospitable of the Arabians. 

Such able refutations have appeared of those passages of the 
New Testament, falsely called consummations of certain passages 
of the Old Testament, that it will appear superfluous in the present 
instance to notice them; but I cannot forbear telling you, that in 
many cases, the passages which Christians have so ingeniously 
tortured into prophecies, are merely directions for certain forms 
and ceremonies; and, indeed, in some cases, are actually histories 
of past transactions. Now, my Lord and Gentlemen, convincing 














THE REPUBLICAN. 77 


as are these arguments, and highly as they have conduced to my 
perfect belief of the falsehood of the Christian religion, still if even 
these incongruities had not been pointed out and commented on 
by men of so much ability, as a Paine or a Carlile; if, I say, my 
Lord, I had never read one syllable of that which has been written 
by these able men, I should have ample grounds for disputing the 
authenticity of religion, as by ‘law established,” deduced merely 
from my own humble observations. We are told that the angels 
appeared to the Shepheyds, to advise them of the birth of the savi- 
our; yet, Joseph, who was so deeply interested in the miraculous 
conception of his wife, was allowed to learn the divinity of the 
child she had conceived, only in a dream; the most fallacious 
mode of revelation that could by possibility have been resorted to. 
(Here the defendant read Paine’s Essay on dream, pointing out 
the particular points which bore on the question at issue.) And 
not merely is it fallacious in itself; for, on another occasion, it did 
not very readily convince the dreamer himself. I allude to, his 
conduct in the matter related in Matthew chap. 2, where a second 
dream was necessary to persuade the same Joseph to obey the 
command of God. Thus it will appear, that a second dream was 
necessary to induce Joseph to venture into Galilee, although from 
the previous history, we should be led, did we give credence to it, 
‘te believe that one dream was sufficient to set him at rest on the 
subject of his wife’s chastity!’ Oh, monstrous! this same Joseph 
must have been a fellow of an accommodating temper, widely dif- 
fering from that of the beef-discovering Viales*. It is notorious, 
that, although men make a great noise about what is called reli- 
gion, though they outwardly profess great veneration for what are 
called religious exercises; that they do not in reality comply 
with the ordinances of their religion, where these ordinances in- 
terfere with their propensities or conveniences. The turbaned 
Turkman performs his required ablutions with exemplary fidelity, 
simply because the performance constitutes the greatest luxury in 
a climate so enervating and sultry. But the Koran also prohibits 
the use of wine, and mark how the cunning fellow complies with 
the law on this head; he abstains from wine, but renders himself 
as comfortably intoxicated with opium as ever a four bottle priest 
could desire to be. But it is not the disciple of Mahomet alone, 
who evades the real, while he complies with the seeming or par- 
tial obligations of his creed. No, Christians also, and in more 
important points of view, sin against the spirit, while they profess 
to comply with the letter ofthe law. For though they read, orhear 
read, or sleep during the reading of certain portions of scripture 
and forms of prayer; though in one of the principal of their pray- 
ers, they beg forgiveness of their own sins, as they forgive the sins 
of others; though they professs to believe in the divinity of him, 


* The Vicar of Twickenham. 
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by whom they are commanded to love their enemies---yet they do 
not scruple to imprison their fellow men for the love of God and 
the glory of the holy scriptures; though they profess to hope for 
salvation through the mediation of Christ, who reproved his fol- 
lower for using his sword in his defence, they yet do not scruple 
to confine for a series of years, men who have injured neither 
themselves nor their religion. Out upon such hypocrisy. Were 
there a God, he would destroy all such hypocrites. My argu- 
ments are not directed exclusively against religion, as in England 
by law established; I protest against all formal, all revealed reli- 
gion. It is productive of nothing but an excessive laxity of good 
actions, and an intolerance of spirit in more than an equal ratio. 
Nor is it merely in its divine character that I protest against it ; but I 
protest also against the doctrine, that because the Christian religion 
or any thing else has been once by law established, that therefore 
all inquiry into its truth or falsehood, itsuseful or mischievous ten- 
dency, shall and ought to be met, not by fair and dispassionate 
argument, not by impartial comparison and industrious research; 
but by persecution and imprisonment, from the powers that be, ai- 
ded by the foul scurrility of the servile part of the press. There 
is a part of this said press which has not merely abused those, who, 
from their station in society, have not the means of calling them 
to account; but they have also assailed with their prostituted pens, 
every one of the higher order who has stepped forward to advo- 
cate the cause of liberty: relying on the protection, not of the law, 
not of their own talents; but relying securely on their utter insig- 
nificance. Yes, my Lord and Gentlemen, we are slandered, and 
they endeavour to prejudice our juries. Blasphemy and sedition 
are their war-cries; and the ignorant and bigoted of every sect, 
respond their yell. But what opinion will you form of their zeal 
for public morality, when you reflect that in every number they 
outrage public decency? In the same columns in which they pre- 
tend to so much religious zeal, in columns too which they suppose 
to be laid on the breakfast table of every respectable family, they 
do not hesitate to insert, for a paltry remuneration, the beastly and 
disgusting advertisements of a Goss, a Sloane, or an Eady. But 
to return: would it not stagger the belief of any but an ignorant 
bigot, were it told, that although the allegations contained in the 
Bible are true, that although the established church draws an im- 
mense revenue, not only from its own adherents, but from that 
church likewise whence they have seceded, and which they now 
oppress, that notwithstanding all this, any one who has or says 
he has proofs of its falsehood, is not advised, is not argued with, 
is not answered; that the clergy wlio are so active in defence of 
small tithes, do not draw the pen in defence of their master, but 
resort to the abused power of the constituted authorities. Now, 
my Lord, so far from inquiry injuring religion, it will, if it be true, 
only tend to its promotion in the minds of the people. But, my 
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Lord, the persons who are persecuted are not the enemies of the 
church. No, my Lord, she is cherishing within her breast the vi- 
per which is gradually but surely working her destruction. Me- 
thodism has long aimed at and will finally accomplish the destrue- 
tion of the church. While we are persecuted and reviled for 
promoting free and fair discussion; the most inveterate and per- 
severing enemies you have, are caressed. From the pulpit, in their 
magazines, and in their conversation, they load you with abuse. 
Nay, in their prayers to that being whom they profess to worship, 
they introduce sarcastic and bitter reflections on your laxity; and 
in their hearts, they most sincerely consign you to the care and 
keeping of his most sable majesty. One of these hypocrites is an 
M. P.; and while he is ostensibly employed in the arduous task of 
legislating for the prevention of Sabbath-mackrel selling, and chin 
scraping; he is, in point of fact, aiming a deadly blow at your 
highly-vaunted, state-connected church. Nor is it on these con- 
siderations alone that I consider myself justified in opposing reli- 
gion as by “ law established.” There are more: 

Ist. That, excepting the zpse dirt of Judge Hale, I have no 
proof that it is ‘‘ a part and parcel of the law of the land.” 

2d. That inasmuch as no cognizance has been taken of the 
matter by the ecclesiastical court, I have no proof that it is an of- 
fence against the law of the land to question the authenticity of 
the Christian religion. For, if I have, in questioning its truth, 
rendered myself amenable to the laws, it is to the ecclesiastical 
court that the office of determining my offence appertains; and 
this opinion I am induced to form, from the report of the case of 
Caubrey, Coke vol. 5. ' 

3d. Because I think that it is the right of every man to ques- 
tion the truth of an history so important as the Bible has become. 

Now, Gentlemen of the Jury, as I cannot find any other autho- 
rity for these persecutions, save the ipse dixit of the bigoted 
witch-burning Hale, I do not conceive that the court to which the 
decision of spiritual matters of right belongs—consider that there 
is any right vested in their hands that warrants an interference. 
To whom then do we owe these malevolent persecutions—I know 
but one man whose public acts will warrant me in attributing to 
him so gross an injustice. It is to that man who, for nearly a 
quarter of a century, has possessed a power more dangerous than 
that of the most despotic monarch, and an income infinitely greater 
than that of the real head of the wisest and most prosperous govern- 
ment in the world, and who has been as lavish in his exercise of 
the former, as he is notoriously unwilling to part with the latter. 
It is to this man who has unifomly set his face against every thing 
tending to the improvement of the mental or bodily condition of 
mankind. It is to him thaé we owe the zeal of the persons em- 
ployed in the present persecutions. I grieve to see, that one testy, 
bigoted, and unvelenting individual, is allowed thus to render nu- 
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gatory the liberal policy pursued by one of his coadjutors, whom 
he mortally detests; yet, on a late occasion did not scruple to em- 
ploy, as his apologist, in the meeting of the collective wisdom, 

hy, his own conduct is amply sufficient to prove that he does 
not believe that which he endeavours to cram vi et armes down 
the throats of others. For surely he cannot doubt, that, worn out 
by old age and the spleen, he will shortly return to his mother 
earth: and can he, after mature deliberation, after looking over the 
evidence, can he suppose, that a death-bed repentence and some 
solemn foolery, will atone for the miseries which have been inflict- 
ed on mankind by the miserable and grovelling system of which 
he has been one of the props? No, he will sink into the grave 
tortured by that hell of all villains—his own reflections, Let him 
not lay the flattering unction to his soul, that all will be peace 
within; tortured by doubts, his last moments will be cursed by the 
-horrid retrospect of his past life: the forms of orphans ruined, 
and murdered and imprisoned patriots, will flit before him, con- 
jured up by his own guilty and diseased imagination. His cor- 
poreal agonies will be forgotten in the infinitely greater agonies of 
mind; without one friend to close his eyes, though surrounded by 
tear-shedding relatives and dependants, this tyrannical, power- 
awing, truth-oppressing fiend, will breathe his last. Sans breath 
his body, and his memory sans every thing but curses, he will go 
to the grave ’midst the shouts and execration of thousands, and 
then must expire these persecutions. But, Gentlemen of the Jury, 
you, I hope, will accelerate the downfall of the odious system of 
espionage, of the nature of which Mr. Maule’s witness has enabled 
you to form some judgment. As to the question of the charac- 
ters of Moses, Joshua, and Co. I do not hesitate in saying, that 
they were as the writer described them, murderers, drunkards, 
impostors, &c. and, Gentlemen of the Jury, you are either now 
convinced, or you are proof against conviction. And here, my 
Lord and Gentlemen of the Jury, I would most willingly cease to 
comment on evidence and history which, as sensible men, I am 
convinced, must appear td you so malignant on the one hand 
and so ridiculous on the other, that you would most gladly 
hear that I had arrived at the conclusion of my comments. But, 
Gentlemen of the Jury, you have yet to hear my defence of a pas- 
sage, which my Christian prosecutors have thought fit to smuggle 
into the indictment, I say smuggled into the indictment, because 
no part of it was read to me on my examination. But though, 
by this machiavelian course my prosecutors have shewn that they 
are not wanting in low cunning, they have given ample proof of 
their paucity of real knowledge, for, by inserting this morceau, they 
have given me room to shew that there is sound argument and 
tangible proof in Mr. Carlile’s writings. First, then, Gentlemen of 
the Jury, Mr. Carlile says, ‘‘ I have now to shew you upon what 
grounds Christianity is assajlable.” Here, then, Gentlemen of 
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the Jury, we tind at the very outset, that Mr. Carlile does not wish 
to impose upon the mere untutored teader by advancing a dogma, 
or by the mere persuasive powers of his pen to shake the faith of 
his readers; he proceeds to offer proof of the truth of has assertions, 
and of the falsity of “ religion as by law established.” He then 
proceeds, “I assail them upon every ground that they can take; 
if they talk to me about the moral utility of Christianity, I I shew 
them that its practical character, in all countries, throughout its 
history, is bad.” Now, Gentlemen, allow me to “ek. do you want 
proof, even in your capacity of jurors, of the evil tendency of a 
mere religious education? Whence arises the terrible increase 
of crime which prolongs your arduous duties to such an extent, 
as to render it necessary to have an additional court, in which to 
sit in justice on the offenders, who are led by want and igno- 
rance to the commission of crimes? Their want of moral firm- 
ness to resist temptation arises partly from the absence of all 
knowledge, excepting of religion as by “ law established;” and 
their necessities, which stimulate them to the commission of 
crimes, arise from that system of government which has brought 
this wretched country well nigh to a level with Spain the servile ; 
and from that load of unjust arid unnecessary taxation, which has 
been wrung, and still is, from the starving people, to pay the Chris- 
tian and enlightened advocates of “ religion as by law establish- 
ed.” Yes, Gentlemen, the same system and the same persons 
who cause you so much painful labour by increasing the crimes 
of the lower erders; have, by creating a fund for the reward of 
sycophantic toad- eaters, procured you the trouble of deciding 
whether Christianity is, or is not “ part and parcel of the law of 
the land.” But, Ger tlemen, if you cannot, in this unhappy coun- 
try, find enough of proof of the practical evils resulting from Chris- 
tianity, turn your eyes to unhappy Ireland. Behold her devoted 
and hardworking population sinking beneath the load of oppres- 
sion. What has caused that fertile country to be reduced to such 
a miserable plight? [s it Deism? Is it Atheism? Is it even 
Catholicism? Oh no, it is none of these. It is the operation of 
the law, of which Protestantism is part and parcel—administered 
in many cases, by preachers of the doctrines of the lowly Jesus! 
When we see all’ these things, shall we shut out conviction from 
our hearts? Shall we, from fear of the interested and canting up- 
holders of Christianity, neglect to point out the evils arising from 
a “ part and parcel of the law of the land?” Is it not clear then, 
Gentlemen, that the practical character of religion as by law es- 
tblished is bad? Mr. C. then proceeds: ‘If they refer me to the 
moral worth of the New Testament asa book, I shew them, by 
an analysis, that it exhibits more of imrborality than of morality.” 
Gentlemen, f not only agree with and admire the sentiments con- 
tained in the entire article, but I would have given one or both of 
my ears to have written so bold, so manly an article. To prove 
that both Testaments are immoral, requires little space; to prove 
them ridiculous, still less—whatis there of morality. in (supposing 
it true,) causing the sun to stand still, that work of mur- 


No, 3, Vol. X. 








ee 
~=( Sadie eae 2 
Se SEMEN ce at 


own eee ee 

SS SSS 
~_ < 
~ — 
— 


zw 
an 


- <3 
ln ee Ce ile Ee te ER a 


rn = 
5 a 


ee +e 


As 
~~ 


ae 


Le co en 
Q 


== eS 
= 


a= 
er o 
ee 


eRe 


ee a eee ae ae 





== 


ae 





lent 
Bias 
4 I } 

hh 

f 


ee 


—r is 


_——on a ae 


eee 0 


ate 


82 THE REPUBLICAN. 


der and spoilation might be completed with greater facility? The 
other characters I have already shewn up in the language of the 
sacred* writer himself; nor shall I tire either myself or you by a 
repetition of the nauseous details. But the absurdities contained 
in the history of the miracles are so ridiculously amusing, that | 
cannot pass them by so lightly: passing over his raising from the 
dead, a fellow who was well nigh rotten, for it appearsthat decompo- 
sition had manifested itself in an unpleasant smell, setting aside 
also the agreeable trifles of stealing an ass, for which one would 
imagine there was no necessity seeing how many there were en- 
rolled in the list of his disciples, and commanding his disciples 
to take neither scrip nor change of clothes, a course of conduct 
which, if pursued ’by his disciples in the present day, would ine- 
vitably qualify them for a place at the tread mill. Disregarding 
all these, was it like a God tocurse a fig-tree for not bearing fruit 
out of season? Where was the humility, the divinity of conduct? 
why, an hungry fellow in a chop house could not act worse to- 
wards a dilatory waiter. The turning water into wine was a mi- 
racle of so convivial a character, that had he but accompanied it 
by a song, he would have been elected King of good fellows to 
the end of time. Indeed, all his miracles in the feeding time 
were decidedly good natured; though they were as decidedly 
foolish. For to me, it seemeth to realise the vulgar proverb of break- 
ing a man’s head, and giving him a plaster—inasmuch, as but for 
his having drawn the people from their homes, they needed not 
his five thousandth part of five loaves and two small fishes. But 
though some of his miracles bear the appearance of good nature, 
yet there are some so utterly useless and ridiculous, that they pro- 
voke contempt for the man who first conceived the idea of im- 
posing them on the world as the acts of a God! What, for in- 
stance, could be more ridiculous than the idea of Christ the son 
of God taking a bird’s eye view of the kingdoms of the world, with 
the devil for his master of the ceremonies? The devil must surely 
have been drunk or in his dotage to imagine it possible to tempt 
Christ, by offering a small, very small part of that which was al- 
ready his, as a member of the trinity. 

“If, (says Mr. Carlile in continuation) ‘“ they talk to me about 
Jesus Christ as a saviour for a future life, I explain to them that 
there is no future life, that shall be conscious of the present: that 
there are no such places in being as they call heaven and hell; 
and that consequently no such beings as they call Jesus Christ 
or devil can be in existence.” Now, Gentlemen, without the pri- 
mary proofs of the non-existence of Heaven and Hell, I under- 
take to justify this part of the alleged libel by asserting (and I 
am confident that every reasonable man willagree with me,) that 
the very nature of the circumstances under which the said sa- 
viour is ushered into notice, are quite sufficient to warrant us in 
our scepticism as to his existence; and the.clumsily manufactur- 
ed tales of his life and adventures, so strongly confirm this evi- 
dence, that unless some of our divines will step forward and prove, 
not from books such as the Bible, but shew physically and morally: 


* Alluding to the parts read from the Bible. 
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Ist. That the circumstances of his birth are reconcilable with 
truth and reason: and secondly that the deeds attributed to him 
were reasonable and conducive to the welfare of mankind—unless 
some one will do this, our ultra-religionists will find themselves 
with empty pockets, and the prisons will be filled with persons 
imprisoned for a manly avowal of their opinions: but so far from 
religion gaining proselytes, the most zealous and intolerant will 
read and reflect, and as a natural consequence they will dismiss 
religion with the most sovereign contempt, wondering how they 
could so long have been gulled by the interested advocates of so 
slavish a system. ‘If they refer me (says Mr. C.) to the long 
standing history of the tale, I go to its origin, shew it to be fabulous, 
and that antiquity does not convert a fable to truth.” Allow me 
to ask, do you believe the story contained in Homer's Iliad? You 
will say that a man must be a downright fool to believe that Gods 
and Goddesses, if even they existed, would leave their blissful 
abode to enter into the quarrels of mortals. But softly, Gentle- 
men, there is a greater analogy between the two stories than you 
imagine. [mean as to probability; for Homer’s is by a great 
deal the most comprehensible and rational. In conclusion, as far 
as relates to thé indicted passage, Mr. C., says: ‘ Ifthey seek a 
refuge in the Old Testament, the history and present condition of 
the Jews, or the pretendad prophecies, | shew them the bad 
foundation of such a refuge, by shewing them, that the Jews were 
not known in Asia Minor, two thousand four hundred years ago; 
whilst their sacred books pretend to place their residence as a 
people in that country a thousand years before we have any au- 
thentic history of them. Such a circumstance proclaims their 
first fourteen books to be fabulous.” This passage is so conclu- 
sive, so comprehensive, and so indicative of the great talents and 
industrious research of its author, that [ will not enldrge upon it. 
It has been read to you, but though the learned counsel made a 
great parade about the wickedness of such a passage ; he prudently 
said nothing about its truth or falsehood. [assert that it is true in 
every particular, and I challenge the learned -Judge to disprove 
it. I am not aware whether the Solicitor to the Treasury read the 
Republican throughout, or whether he pitches upon blasphemous 
passages by instinct, in either case, it is a little surprising that a 
passage, a little lower down in the same paragraph, escaped his 
notice. It is this, “If they talk to me about a God; I ask them, 
what they mean to refer to by the word. To this they can give 
me no answer; for no one man knows any thing further about a 
God than any other man; and let every man put the question to 
himself, whether he knows any thing about God, and he will be 
constrained to say, that no one man is more of an Atheist 
than any oti:er man. Weare all atheists alike, when we ex- 
amine the matter fairly, ard- rest upon our knowledge’ instead 
of our ignorance and superstition.” Think of this, my Lord, 


1 do not doubt but it appears terrible that one man should 


write and another repeat that ‘ all men are Atheists.” But so it 
is, for though weak minds may conjure up a gogmagog, and make 
it the beau ideal of their God, yet no man possessed of reasoning 
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powers, using them rightly, and shaking off the superstitious folly 
instilled into his mind in youth, can imagine any thing like a God. 
The very notion of a personified God, said to be an immaterial 
being, is to me perfectly laughable. Mr. Carlile is right : there is no 
man more of an Atheist than another: “there is no God.” Nor 
ought there tobe any religion, but the religion of reason, common- 
ly called Atheism. Having commented on the passage in Mr. 
C.’s letter, I must return to Mr. Clarke’s, one part of which, al- 
though so ingeniously left out, | have already commented, I must 
now call your attention to a part which reads rather ridiculously 
without the context; butthatI cannot help. I then told him that, 
‘‘if it had been the Bible I had sold, he would have been more 
justified in those means, for a more wicked and blasphemous book 
was ever published.” You will perceive, Gentlemen, by laying the 
proper emphasis on the word then and those, that the writer alludes 
to some previous proceeding, but although those proceedings are 
narrated in the same and the foregoing passages, and although 
the foregoing passage was read, and that only to me at Guildhall 
and again on Monday last, my Christian persecutors have thought 


| fit to leave it out, from motives of the most honourable nature no 


doubt. Allow me to ask you,if you really believe in the existence 
of a God omnipotent, omniscient, and all benevolent; can you 
describe a book, containing accounts so numerous, of nations put 
to the sword; robbery committed in the worst of forms viz. under 
the guise of friendship; can you, I say, view a book asserting these 
and many other crimes to have been committed by command of 
God; in any other light then that of a blasphemous and impious 
publication. Oh! if there is such a being as your Christian God; 
would he not consume a land in which sins are so many and so 
crying? Justice, inthe words of Otway, “is lame as well as blind 
among us.” The self-styled preachers of the Gospel, are now pro- 
verbial for their rapacity and unfeeling conduct, for incontinence, 
gluttony, and I fear will shortly be so for a still worse crime. 
Your Bible is a compound of obscene and ridiculous stories, and 
your preachers in most cases are worthy the task of teaching 
such acreed. If any other proof were wanted of the known evil 
tendency of the Bible, this day has farnished me with a striking 
one, I opened the Bible, but observed that I should not read any 
thing that was likely to be offensive to female ears; but, not- 
withstanding this assurance, I had no sooner commenced a cer- 
tain chapter, than a learned gentleman handed out of the court 
two ladies, apparently relatives. I had in the former chapter 
omitted those things that were indecent, yet the learned gen- 
tleman aware of the filthy tenor of certain parts, and imagining 
perhaps, that I had not sufficient circumspection to avoid the foul 
parts, caused his friends to retire. Freed from the restraint of the 
modest mantling cheek of lovely woman, I read those passages, 
and inwardly felt disgusted and wearied. But it was called forth 
by the myrmidons of Mr. Maule. They had called it blasphemy 
to ridicule this filthy, disgusting, and false book. I have proved it 
filthy. Mr. C. is calumniated; he is said to publish no works 
but such as are injurious to the morals of the people: it is false. 
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Were the people allowed to read such works as Mr. Carlile’s, he 
would make the people moral, happy, and industrious. Does the 
Bible tend to increase their morality, their happiness, or their in- 
dustry? Oh, no, itis a millstone round their necks. It fills 
their minds with doubt; but does it deter them from crimes? Oh, 
no, Christian; happy and enlightened England, has more crimes 
committed within her jurisdiction, than any other country in the 
known world, and her criminal code is perfectly Draconian. Can- 
not preaching or hanging, then, prevent crimes ? ? Let us try what 
moral (uot religzous) writings can effect. But no, say our Chris- 
tian law-makers, Christianity is good for you; Christians you 
shall be. We reply, Christianity is a humbug, we will resist, ex- 
pose, and finally conquer it. The learned judge said, a day or 
two since, that the legislature would be called on for severe laws; 
let them legislate, let them make it death to publish our opinions ; 
yet will they not find us shrink from our duty. Gentlemen of 
the Jury, 1 shall now take a short view of the question at issue. 
The learned Gentleman has told you, that the question is whether 
the “law or the Defendants is to have the victory.” He said, that 
the work which I have published is a false blasphemy, and that 
the scriptures are true, holy, divine, good, and all that sort of 
thing, for proof of which, you have the word of a lawyer! I say 
the Bible is a blasphemy, and the Republican, true, useful, well 
written; but, not divine. In proofof its truth, | have subpeenied 
the Bible, you will of course believe the Bible, and the Bible as- 
serts all, and more against certain characters, than the Republican 
does. .—Marry, there" s proof that it is useful, because the Bible being 
injurious, any thing tending to counteract it, is injurious ; there is 
more proof for you, that it is well written, every man who knows 
any thing of composition must admit. Divinity, I believe none of 
our readers will accuse us of. 

Respecting the smuggled paragraph, | shall pot say much; 
it is ia itself unanswerable; and, excepting in the way of 
piosecution, unassailable. Atanuy rate, Christians bave di- 
gested harder morsels, let them* ‘“ gulp it down,” as a Spa- 
niard would say; and indeed it is necessary they should 
use some means of preparation, for many a bitter dose will 
they yet have to swallow. But to the point: if, Gentlemen 
of the Jury, the authenticity of the scripture can be proved 
by tangible reasoning, is it not the duty of its zealous and 
learned supporters to vive us that proof in preference to cal- 
ling you from your homes and useful avocations, to sanction 
by your verdict, our unjust and useless imprisonment? 
You will be told, Gentlemen of the Jury, that our works are 
not published in the spirit of fair discussion; but, Gentle- 
men, whoever makes that assertion, either eked it unad- 
visedly, or with an inlention of deceiving you. If we were 
actuated by motives hostile to morality —what need have 
we to publish the Moralist? It must be evident to you, 
Gentlemen of the Jury, that we aim at nothing beyond free 


* Alluding to the song ‘‘ Tragala Perra.” 
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and fair discussion. And, I think, that it is sophistical, not 
to say hypocritical, to assert that wé are criminal who pub- 
lish works both pro et contra; while the legislature of tbe 
nation recognizes and protects sectarians, who, from the 
pulpit, promulgate doctrines with ours equally hostile; 
though perfectly as unreasonable as your own. And their 
hostility is aggravated inasmuch, as, unlike our works, their 
assertions cannot be answered. Their minister, in his pulpit, 
isas much beyond controul or contradiction, as is the learn- 
ed Judge while delivering his charge to you. The only dif- 
ference is, that the arguments of the former may annoy an 
individual of susceptible feelings, while the charge of the lat- 
ter may, and in many cases bas done so, injure the prisoner, 
who, be it observed, is then incapable of replying to his ar- 
guments or defending himself against his assertions: he is, in 
fact, tongue-tied. Gentlemen, you will shortly have to de- 
cide between re ligion as by ‘ law establised,” and myself 
as its reviler. Bear i in mind, Gentlemen, that the Christian 
religion is not founded on truth; nor do the Christians be- 
lieve in it as a result of their philosophic al researches; but 
merely because their fathers and mothers have told them 
that if is true, and it pleases the noble and learned keeper of 
the King’s conscience, and oppouent of the liberty of the 
press, that they shall believe so. 1 must here observe, that 
I think it very degrading to the government, that they now 
occupy the situation so lately vacated by the Anti-Constitu- 
tional Society; of whom it may be said in the words of Ju- 
venal :— 
* Sanguinis in facie, non heret guila morantur 
Pauci ridiculum et fugienter exurbe, pudorem.” 

Nor is it by those pests of society, the informers, only, 
that we are harassed. Those very persons who ought to ap- 
plaud us, are continually abusing us; they cannot see that 
the blow which is apparently intended to crush only these 
particular publications, is in reality a deadly blow aimed at 
the whole press. For having carried to such an extent their 
definition, or no definition, of the word, and the publication 
of—libel; what paper, obnoxious to the existing govern- 
ment, can be published, or who, being an independent man, 
would continue to be an editor? There isa part of this PRESS 
which | would not at present notice; but that it become 
me to caution you against every source of prejudice. It is 
worse than the most servile of the avowed ministerial jour- 
nals, inasinuch as it has all its sycophancy and time-serving 
baseness, without the talent to support—or the boldness to 
avow it—possessed by the former: and, in addition to its 
baseness, it has the inipudence to arrogate to itself the title 
of the “ liberal press ;” and is it from the filthy and ignorant 
assertions of such a press as this, Gentlemen of the Jury, that 
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from the florid and overcharged speeches of a well-paid 
Counsel, that you are to form your judgment as to our guilt 
or innocence? or isit from witnesses, such as the learned 
Counsel has this day called, that you are to learn what is 
“ contra bonos mores,” and what is not? What, has the time 
then arrived, when twelve weil informed merchants of the 
world’s first city, are to consider themselves bound to cast in- 
to prisou, all who shall dare stand forward to advocate the 
cause of mental freedom, merely ou the dictum of an hired 
advocate, supported only by the testimony of a bribed and 
ignorant witness? No, Gentlemen, I trust that his Lord- 
ship will, as is his bounden duty, tell you, that with the learn- 
ed gentleman’s eloquence you have nothing to do. You 
must view every attempt at eloquence, or more properly 
speaking, interested exaggeration, as an insult to you, and as 
an attempt to prejudice your minds, and render you unequal 
to the just execution of your arduous duties. In short, as 
an attack on your meatal rights, similar to those apparently 
liberal, but certainly destructive, nets laid for the uninitiated 
gamester in the form of wine and meretricious beauty. I 
should insult your understandings were | to warn you far- 
ther against the insidious arts of the base and contemptible 
press; and, confident lam, that you have already perceived, 
and perceived, too, with houest indignation, the Christian 
motives of the wituess for the prosecution. Consider well, 
Gentlemen, the evidence adduced ; strip the speech of the 
learned Couusel of its rhetorical ffourish and interested cant; 
restore me to liberty, and consign to contempt the hireling 
crew, who, in our persons, have aimed a disguised, but not 
less deadly blow at your own mental and corporeal liberty. 
You are now jurors, you may on a future occasion be de- 
fendants. You will be: told that Judge Hale and other 
Judges laid down and practised this law of punisbiug for 
matters of opiniowr; but if the world have been cursed with 
some unjust Judges, ought. their conduct to be followed as 
a precedent in ages long subsequent, aud every way supe- 
rior to theirs? ridiculous idea. So then, whiie every sci- 
ence, every handicraft, is improving daily, the lawyers, who 
should be tbe peoples’ protectors, are obliged to refer back 
some one or two centuries to find authorities for plundering 
and oppressing their fellow subjects. To you, my Lord, I 
have but little exclusively to address, and that little | trust 
will not offend. On your feelings as an independent 
man, | ask, and asa British Judge holding the commission 
of your soverign, | demand your protection: not for myself 
merely, fur even should you consign me to the dungeon for 
my abode, and the wretched door-mat for my bed, which 
Christianity has provided for me; still, I would scorn to 
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ask forbearence. But, my Lord, on you Europe, nay the 
whole civilized world, all who dare claim, or know how to 
appreciate mental freedom, are now anxiously gazing. 
ou cannot, it is true, cenfine the mind; but you can avert 
the aim of our persecutors. Do so, my Lord and Gentle- 
men, and your own hearts, and the gratitude of thousands 
will richly reward you. In your hands I shall shortly leave 
the question, not merely of my liberty, but the mental liber- 
ty of mankind. As you hope fora subject for self-gratifica- 
tion in your declining years, crush the reviving spirit of per- 
secution, give to us liberty of publication, and thus aid the 
work so well commenced by the undaunted and highly ta- 
lented, though calumniated Carlile. By so doing, you will 
epen the way for fair and dispassionate argument, the right 
must then prevail—iimprison me, and you make inveterate 
foes of candid opponents. Every good man of every sect 
must pity us as cppressed, and adiwire us as undaunted, and 
thus afford you another proof, \that ‘ Jus summen ‘sepe 
summa est malitia.” 

The Recorder then charged the Jury, he said, that the 
publication of blasphemy was punishable by iaw. The 
question for the Jury to determine was, did the defendant 
publish the book? The witness for the prosecution had 
sworn to the fact of having purchased it from the defend- 
ant, and indeed the defendant had admitied having published 
it; but denied that it was blasphemous. For his part, he 
had no hesitation in saying that itwas a most blasphemous 
libel. The Jury turned round in the box, and having con- 
sulted for about. tea minutes, returned a verdict of Guilty. 
The defendant was then asked if he had any thing to say. 

Defendant—My Lord, you observed in your charge to 
the Jury on a late occasion, that it was a proof of the consci- 
ousness of guilt on the part of all who had been sentenced 
for this description of libel, that none of them had ventured 
to appeal to an higher Court. This assertion sounded a lit- 
tle strange to me, inasmuch as [ am not aware of any Court 
to which I can appeal. I put the question to your Lordship. 
because, if there is a possibility of appeal, | will avail my- 
self of it? 

Recorder (hesitating )}— You eannot appeal. 

Defendant—Then, my Lord, your assertion was gratuit- 
ous and absurd. 

Recorder— You can only proceed by obtaining a writ of 
error from the Attorney General. 

Defendant—That would, indeed, be realising the vulgar 
proverb of “ out of the frying pan into the fire.” 

Recorder—You have ‘been found guilty of publishing a 
blasphemous libel. That the libel is blasphemous no rea- 
sonable man can deny; but you have this day uttered blas- 
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phemies terrible to Christian ears. Your vanity is intolera- 
ble; for you have taken upon yourself to define, and even 
to defy the law. That you have received a liberal educa- 
tion is evident—but you have turned your abilities to a pur- 
pose of which you will one day be ashamed. 1 hope, I sin- 
cerely hope, that ’ere the period of your imprisonment is 
expired, you will have seen the error of your opinions, and 
repented the hardihood you have displayed in support of 
them, and in defiance of the law. Nothing but your youth 
induces the court to refrain from passing a more severe pun- 
ishment on you, than on any of your compeers. But the 
Court find, that you are only twenty-one years of age, and 
they hope, that you will yet atone for your conduct. The 
sentence of the Court is—that you be imprisoned ia his 
Majesty’s Gaol of Newgate for Three Years, and at the ex- 
piration of that term, your are toenter into your own recog- 
nizance in the sum of One Hundred Pounds, to keep the 
peace for your life; and | take this opportunity of inform- 
ing you, that should you forfeit those recoguizances you will 
be hable to banishment for seven years—aind should you be 
found in England before the expiration of that term, you 
will be liable to transportation for fourteen years. 1 men- 
tion this that you may not be ignorant of the consequences 
of offending in future. 

Defendaut—My Lord, in your address to the Jury, you 
asserted, which is utterly — 

Recarder— The Court cannot hear any thing you have to 
say. 

The defendant was then couducted back to prison. 





PHILOSOPHICAL PETITION TO THE HOUSE OF 
COMMONS. 


Tue readers of ‘‘ The Republican” are aware, that I purposed to 
send such a petition to the House of Commons, if a member could 
be found to present it: the following letters will explain what has 
been done in the matter, and the Petition, when read, may excite 
wonder, that Sir Francis Burdett should decline to present it. Its 
seriousness could have been the only obstacle. Nothing has been 
heard in answer to No. 3,nor is the disposal of the Petition known. 
TO SIR F. BURDETT, M. P., WESTMINSTER. No. 1. 
Sir, Dorchester Goal, May 30, 1824. 
In writing the accompanying petition, my purpose was to send it 
direct to Mr. Peel, with the accompanying letter; but thinking, 
that, from the most important character of the petition, it would 
be more desirable to have it presented by some one of the mem- 
bers, really the representative of a respectable portion of the peo- 
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ple, I feel no encouragement to ask such a favour from any other 
member than yourself. . 

Should you, Sir Francis, deem it prudent on your part, to pre- 
sent this Petition for me, I have only to ask that you will be pleas- 
ed to destroy the enclosed letter addressed to Mr. Peel; but should 
you deem it imprudent, may I solicit your aid in furtherance of 
my object, so far as to request that you will be pleased to allow 
your servant to deliver the petition and letter to Mr. Peel. 

My view of the subject of the petition is this, that if Christiani- 
ty be really whatits preachers represent, no discussion can injure 
it; if not, that we cannot too soon be rid of it. Without an ex- 
ception, it is the most important public question in existence, and 
points to greater, more certain, more speedy benefits, than any 
other now under consideration, not only tothe people of this and 
the neighbouring Island, but all over the earth. 

I! am Sir, your obedient Servant, 


RICHARD CARLILE. 


TO SIR FRANCIS BURDETT, BART. M. P. No.2. 


Sir, Dorchester Goal, June 14, 1824. 
Ow the 30th of May, I addressed a packet containing a petition to 
the House of Commons, and two letters to your house in St. 
James’ Place, and sent them through the post. It will be a great 
satisfaction to me to know that they have passed your hand, a 
few days before parliament be prorogued: a word in answer will 
be esteemed a favour. 

I am, Sir, your obedient Servant, 


RICHARD CARLILE. 


TO MR. R. CARLILE, DORCHESTER GAOL. 


SIR, House of Commons, June 17, 1824. 
I am exceedingly sorry you did not get my answer to yuur first 
letter —1 have, however, no one to blame as its not being sent was 
owing to my own forgetfulness. It was however to say, that I was 
very desirous not to have it just now presented for reasons too 
many here to be repeated. At the same time, in case you insisted 
upon it, | should do it. 

1 think the same now, and that it can have no good effect either 
personally or publicly. I remain, Sir, with great sorrow for your 
situation, your humble Servant, : F. BURDETT. 


TO SIR F. BURDETT, BART. M. P. WESTMINSTER. No. 3. 
Sir, Dorchester Gaol, June 18, 1824. 
I Ave just received yours of yesterday’s date, and trouble you in 
reply to say, that | take a different view as to the personal and public 
utility of my Petition to the House of Commons, and am certain- 
ly most anxious that it be presented and printed; but at the same 
time, Sir Francis, 1 cannot urge it upon your attention, as I make 
it a common principle in my own conduct, not to do that to‘please 
another which J do not think well to be done, and which would be 
painful to myself. It was under this sentiment, that I adopted 
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the measure of sending a letter addressed to Mr. Peel, that he, as 
tlre Secretary of State, as well as the member for the University 
of Oxford, might see what I had to say for myself, in a case you 
did not feel it pleasant to present the petition. Even now, I desire 
thatitreach Mr. Peel, if it does not reach the House of Commons; : 
as I can then fairly print it as a public document, the type of which 
has been many days waiting its final disposal. My whole con- 
duct, pursuit, and situation is a novelty. I have no precedent to 
judge from, and, therefore, I pursue a straight forward course, in 
that, which, I conceive, for the moment, to be the most useful way. 
The petition presented for me by Mr. Hume last week has no 
connection with, or similarity to this in question. It was a brief 
one, to give him an opportunity to comment upon a statement I 
drew up at his request as to my treatment in the Gaol; and the 
painful mis-statements as to my conduct and treatment, the very re- 
verse of truth, which have grown out of the report of that matter, 
urge me to agitate and explain my case in every possible way at 
this moment. 
Should the forwarding of the petition to Mr. Peel be an unplea- 
sant task, every purpose will be ‘answered by returning it to my 
house, 84, Fleet Street, or by authorizing me to send for it. 
Y our obedient Serv: int, 
, RICHARD CARLILE 


Letter to Mr. Peel, referred to in No. 1, to Sir Francis Burdett. 


Sir, Dorchester Gaol, May 30, 1824. 
I rake theliberty to trouble you with the accompanying petition, be- 
cause you are one of the representatives of the University of Ox- 
ford, rather than because you are the Secretary of State for the 
Home Department. My purpose is to request that you will be pleased 
to refer itto one or inore of the most learned of your constituents, 
and if they can refute any of its allegations, I will not ask its pre- 
sentation to the House of Commons; if not, I hope you will not 
deny me the justice of presenting it, within the present session, 
and further, that you will no longer hesitate to do me the justice 
of immediate liberation. Iam, Sir, your obedient Servant, 
RICHARD CARLILE, 

To the Right Honourable Robert Peel, 
Secretary of State for the Home Department. 









TO THE HONOURABLE, THE COMMONS OF 
GREAT BRITAIN AND IRELAND, IN PARLIA- 
MENT ASSEMBLED. 

~ The Petition of Richard Carlile, a prisoner in 
Dorchester Gaol; for practising the right, and 
for asserting the utility, of free discussion. 
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SHEWETH, 
TuaT your Petitioner having been taught to read when a 
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boy, felt an aptitude to read and reflect when he became a 
man: and from a desire to augment the amount of useful 
knowledge, he connected himself with the Printing Press, 
as a writer, printer, publisher, and bookseller. From a 
love of fair play, as wellas a matter advantageous to his 
trade, he desired to make several matters of discussion free 
and public, which have been heretofore private, because mi- 
nisterially menaced. Though he has now been near five 
years imprisoned for publishing books, which he verily be- 
lieved to be publicly useful, he bas not conceived to this day 
that he has Fr wrong; because, books being nothing more 
than cne kind of human speech, he can no more arraign 
that faculty in one than in another shape; and as it does 
not follow, that what is uttered orally must be believed 
and acted upon, so it is not a consequence, that what is 
uttered scripturally must be so received: we may approve 
and adopt, or disapprove and pass to some other thing, as 
the souuds, or the signs of the sounds, impress our sensations. 
[mbued with such aptitudes and such notions, your Peti- 
tioner bas ranged freely in the Orchard of Letters, and 
has plucked boldly from the .‘* Tree of Knowledge,” de- 
sirous to know good from evil, and his own nakedness; for 
which, he conceives, that he has been unjustly cursed and 
expelled from the social paradise, to cultivate bis mind in a 
deadly prison, to eat bis bread and bring forth his thoughts 
in sorrow. 

That your Petitioner had reached his twenty-seventh year, 
without having heard or seen it asserted or insinuated, that 
any religion was ill-founded, so as to understand, or to have 
his reflections drawu to the matter; but having first met 
with a book called THE AGE OF REASON, in that year, 
and reading it as a matter of course, he found the ques- 
tiou of the validity of the Christian Religion fairly inves- 
tigated, and felt himself honestly and conscientiously im- 
pelled to support the negative side of that question. 

That, after having been thoroughly schooled in the 
youth!ul part of a Christian education, after an attendance 
at Sunday schools and schools of every kind, after Jearning 
all that could be tanght him in the town of his birth, after hav- 
iag passed among bis town folks as an accomplished scholar, 
after baving read the Bible through near a hundred times, your 
Petitioner’s recent experience has convinced him, that the 
practice of attempting to impress the minds of youth with 
speculative opinions, which are impossible to be rightly 
comprehended, is not only futile but mischievous, as it wastes 
much time, clogs and eorrupts the budding and expanding 
mind of the child, whilst their impressions may be wholly 
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superseded by one hour’s reflection in manhood: and that 
the only proper education of youth is, the science of lan- 
guage, the science of letters and figures, the science of morals 
as requisite to constitute a good social being, and the greatest 
possible knowledge of the qualities of all useful things, as 
applicable to the purposes and comforts of human life. 
That your Petitioner’s experience has further shewn him, 
that mind is a principle of the human body which exists no 
further than it has been generated by such sensations as 
constitute reflections ; that mind is the result, reflections the 
medium or process of mental creation, and sensation the 
originating principle of both: or, that mind is a compound 
of moral and pbysical sensations; that reflection is the moral, 
and impression, received by a human body, from a foreign 
body, the physical seusation: the former sensation acting up- 
on itself; the latter, sensation derived from other identities. 
Hence, as mankind have evidently no mind, until called into 
being and action by observations and reflections upon phy- 
sical things, and such historical facts, as coincide with phy- 
sical probabilities, it follows, that, it is both inhuman and 
impious to offer impediment to ratiocination, and its Corree- 
tion by free discussion on all subjects; that it is obstructive 
of the increase of social and moral good, and a warring 
against that superiority and those advantages which are be- 
stowed on human beings as distinguished from all other ani- 
mals; and that such obstruction is the real source of all the 
wars, miseries, misrules, and degradations, that afflict man- 
kind ; the only obstacle to illimitable improvement, and uni- 
versal happiness as illimitable. Your Petitioner has no 
utapian notions of human.improvement, he is sensible, that, 
if unimpeded, it will be slow; but yet progressively sure; 
and that its amount will increase in geometrical ratio, every 
step gained rendering others more facile to be gained, there- 
fore the greater is the necessity of free discussion. : 
That this progressive state of your Petitioners mind, has 
brought to his knowledge, that all religious opinions are 
erroneous, the error of which is proved in the disagreement 
of all; that all have grown out of human ignorance of the 
laws of the physical world. The outcry about Atheism, 
Deism, and Infidelity, is wholly the result of iguorance or ma- 
lice; one man can be no more of an Atheist, a Deist, or an 
Infidel, than another man: unbelief and ignorance are strictly 
synonymous terms: to remove which, we have but to en- 
quire freely as to what we know of the arrangements of the 
hysical universe, as to what we know of the properties of 
fluid and fixed matter, as to what will most conduce to 
make us moral, sensible, and happy beings. 
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That, as Chistianity is the prevailing religion of this coun- 
try, and its priesthood constituting a part of the legislature, 
even of the administration of the Jaws, your petitioner has 
made historical enquiry into the origin of thissystem: under 
a conviction that what is not physically probable in relation 
to present existences is not historically true as to the past: 
he traces it most clearly through a period of full seventeen 
hundred years; but within the first of the eighteen centu- 
ries now attributed to its existence, he can no where trace it: 
he finds, that the history of Jerusalem before its destruction 
by the army of the Roman Emperor, Titus, makes no men- 
tion of such a person as Jesus Christ, or of such a sect as 
Christians, or of such a system of reiigion as Christianity ; 
and from this defect of history, as relating to the alteged 
origin of Christianity, your Petitioner concludes, that no 
such person as Jesus Christ ever lived or died in the city 
of Jerusalem, or in the country of Judea; that the sect of 
Christians did not originate in that country; aud that the 
true origin of Christianity isso obscure as to be unknown 
and undiscoverable. This covclusion is further warranted 
by the fact, that nothing written within the first of these 
eighteen centuries, bysany writer, in any part of the earth, 
makes the least mention of such a person as Jesus Christ, of 
such a sect as Christians, or of such a apvtnne as Chris- 
tianity. 3 

That, as Christianity has avowedly grown out.of, or is 
now combined with J udaism, your petitioner has most calmly 
traced the history of the Jews, as far as it is traceable, and 
he finds that no such people, as described in the first fourteen 
books of the Bible, lived in Asia Minor, before the Babylonian 
Colonization at Jerusalem. He finds, that none of the well 
known nations of that neighbourhood, the Grecians in ge- 
neral, and Phenijcians in particular, whose histories and 
whose writings have reached us, and now consist of some 
of the most accurate of ancient records, have left us any 
allusion to such a people as the Jewish Books describe their 
aucestors to have been on the coast of Syria. Pythagoras 
and Herodotus, who travelled from Greece into Egypt for 
the purpose of gaining knowledge, and who must have heard 
something of the nation of Israelites, had they existed on -the 
coast of Syria, have left us particular mention of all the 
surrounding bations, but none of such a nation as Jews or 
Israelites. 

Your Petitioner therefore concludes, that the same disposi- 
tion, which compiled the evident fables about the cosmogony 
in the book of Genesis, and about the supernatural events as 
narrated both in the books of the Old and the New Testa- 
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ment, whether invented or recorded traditionally by such 
compilers, has compiled the evident fables as relating to the 
alleged history of the books: and he feels it hard, that he 
should have suffered near five years’ imprisonment, and 
much cruel treatment, with repeated sweepings of his pro- 
perty, because facts have forced themselves upon his mind, 
in consequence of his fair and free enquiries, contrary to 
those notions in which he was educated, and because he 
had been taught to read. 

That the property which is expended upon religion in 
this island, in the shape of forced and voluntary tax, is suffi- 
cient to support a powerful and splendid Government, in all 
its miscellaneous expences: and that, if such religion be 
error, it will be wise, both on the part of the existing Go- 
vernment, as well. as on the part of the people, to apply 
such property to the removal of existing burthens. 

That if one twentieth part of the Church Revenues 
was applied, for seven years, to the promotion of useful 
knowledge among the people at large, scientific knowledge on 
every matter that can concern tbem, the circumstance would 
ignite the present torpid powers of the human mind, and 
make Britain, a brilliant mental sun, illumining and forming 
a vortex for every other nation on ‘the earth, instead of an 
orb moving in its own orbit, and fearing the clash of others, 
as the Right Honourable Secretary of State for Foreign 
Affairs is reported to wish it to be. 

Your Petitioner therefore prays, that your Honourable 
House will initiate a law to stay all further persecution for 
the-promulgation and conflict of opinions: and that since, 
as your Petitioner has alledged iu this petition, he is pre- 
pared to discuss with the most learned men in this country, 
that all religion, and particularly that of Judaism and 
Christianity, is physically and historically erroneous, if no 
such persons can be found to overthrow the conclusions 
here set forth, he feels it to be his duty to pray, that a law 
be passed, to prevent all persons from further entering upon 
Holy Orders, so that the existing incumbents may die off, 
and leave their several clerical benefices unoccupied and free 
for the use of the state, or that, they may be fairly salaried 
as teachers of useful knowledge to the rising generation, and 
not as preachers of that which is proved to be erroneous. 


RICHARD CARLIL#. 


Dorchester Gaol, May 30, 1824. 
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On Monday, July 19, this individual was tried for the publication 
of Palmer's Principles of Nature, found Guilty without a moment’s 
hesitation by the Jury, and immediately sentenced to three years’ 
imprisonment by the Christian Recorder of the City of London; 
who urged this very exquisite reason for the severity of the sen- 
tence: that the defendant was a man of knowledge and ability, 
and therefore the more dangerous to be at large! 

The following is a copy of a letter sent to the Recorder by Mrs. 
Perry, who, since the conviction of her husband, has determined 
to succeed him in the publishing of moral and useful publica- 
tions. 


TO NEWMAN KNOWLYS, RECORDER OF THE CITY 
OF LONDON. 


Sir, 84, Fleet Street, July 19. 
THE wife of the man whom you have this day sentenced to three 
years’ imprisonment, congratulates herself and you on the speedy 
propagation of those principles, to which you, as well as all the 
Republicans of this Island, feel such devoted attachment. The 
only difference between you, a Judge on the bench, and the open- 
ly avowed Republicans and Materialists of this country is, that 
they, noble-minded even to their enemies, wish, by the force of 
reason ulone, gradually to enlighten the minds of their fellow ci- 
tizens, that they might one by one root out those evils which have 
crept into the very heart of society; those evils which are now 
making youth a seene of misery, and dragging down old age with 
sorrow to the grave. 

But you, Sir, are determined that no such slow process shall 
take place. Ardent, courageous, eagerly assiduous for the hap- 
piness of your fellow creatures, you are, or appear to be, deter- 
mined that tyranny shall fall at once. You are above dissimula- 
tion. Your actions speak a noble mind. You knew, your were 
welj aware, that nothing would sb soon arouse the spirit of the 
noble-minded part of your countrymen as to see the husband tora 
from his wife, the father from his children, and all for no crime; 
all for being am honest and a moral man. You knew that this 
would have more effect in one day than the sale of Anti-Christian 
publications in ten. years, and you nobly resolved to risk your own 
safety that you might aid the people in the obtaining of their rights. 

Rest satisfied, Sir, you have bravely done your duty. You may 
now go to your repose without one thorn in your pillow, consci- 
ous*that you have done as much as one man cau do to awake the 
sleeping spirit of every honest Englishman. 

ij am, Sir, your obliged Servant, 
ELIZABETH PERRY. 





Printed and Published by R. Car i.e, 84, Fleet Street.—All Correspon- 
dences for ‘* The Republican” to be left at the place of publication. 













